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.MEMORANDUM 

Date: 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

Contracting Officer 

1 / ^ ^ ^ 
SUBJECT: Technical Review, Work Plan No. 9!ym. Ji 
This repon is a comprehensive review and evaluation of the contractor's proposed woriqilan and 
cost e ;^aie . If^ou require amplification of any data elements, you are invited to contact 

I^JTJjh^frVAAAf] We are available to participate in fact-finding sessions as 
well <LS in thi/negoiiatio^ot this work assignment. We would appreciate receiving a copy of 
the negotiation memorandum and any comments you have which would improve the vaiue of 
future repons, ,̂  

In accordance with your request, a technical evaluation has been performed on the subject 
workplan. 

We have evaluated the technicai approach of the contractor's proposed workplan and of the 
proposed labor skills, labor hours, travel, subcontract, material type and quantities, and other 
direct cost. Details of this review are provided in Pan I & II attached. Below is a summary 
of our review: 

Summar\' of review: 

t L f l U I J B - H • 
LOE 

Total Cost Including 
Fee 

Totil! Prnnniied Amonnr l i fZ-Cp ^ ez, (f 3 3 

TotaLReconuBemied Amount 3^cge3b^UJ^ 0O(^ 

Difference C'Z=z^o'^ 
Attachments: 

Pan I 
Pan II 

Illi 
40016054 

SUPERFUND RECORDS 



PARTI 

TECHNICAL PROPOSAL REVIEW 

1. Does thej[:ontractor address all tasks in the SOW? 
NO 

ies thej[:ontractor ade 
.X^YES ^̂  

(If no. explain) 

2. Does the Contracwr mdude work not required by the SOW? 
YES ^ N O 

(If yes. explain and indicate whether you agree that the additional work is needed to accomplish 
objective) 

3. Does Contractor include a task for work plan development? 
J / Y E S NO 

(If no. explain) 

4. Does Contractor include a task for project management? 
. ^ E S NO 

(If no. explain) 

5 Does Contractor include a task for work assienment closeout? 
?ES NO " ^' 

(If no. explain) 

6. Is the sdjadule. including intenm milestones, acceptable? 
• ^ E S NO 

(If no. explain and indicate an acceptable schedule) 

Will the contractor be,required to acquire propeny for this work assignment? 

YES " ^ N O 



8. Will Government fumished property be required? 

YES I / N O 

9. Has adequate time been allowed for property acquisition? 

YES NO 1^1 A ^_ 

(If no, explain and indicate an acceptable schedule) 

10. Are safety and conungency measures needed for perfonnance of this work assignment? 

j ^ ^ E S NO 

: i . If" yes, please indicate where in the work pian safety is addressed. Describe needed 
chaiigej ŝ i derlciencies if applicable. 

12] 1)ods^this work assigfmnent require mixed funding? 

YES ^ ^ N O 

13. If yes. has the contractor established in the workplan procedures for segregating and 
reporting cost in accordance with mixed funding requirements? 

YES NO A J / A 

\X. Does the subcontracting effon proposed by the contractor include hiring of consultant? 
(If yes. please explain the type of ser%'ice to bd^provided by the consultants.) 

YES ^ ^ O 



PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW 

TASK NO. 

LOE COMPARISON 

P4 
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DEScmPTioN. H ^ , , , t - \ J l r , . ^ . ^ / / < i ; ^ „ ^ . 4 -
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-.VAM Review.. Ciom'menis and Recommendations: 

j : 6 £ t ' l y y y / o t yfu<id^ ^ i -^ .̂j- îuy>'Ls ^ ^ 
h y y j > . yzy:>ct. ^.M^'^iAd •^ A ^ M ^ t z ^ - ^ ^ -

fjŷ - /ncf y y c,y.̂ _dji-c&^ ^//^^. '̂ ^^ ^ 

Md. 
/̂iJLyML ^ / ^ J^/7^^fi^<^ L-a^ 

&rfx:H3y::h/̂  ^ XZ ,"?r:^. [ / ^^ M^-ri) ^̂ MyJtJ. J'-t /Om^^ M^^-
I Z I ^ 4 ) , T r c . o . ^ j L A^i .^t-*_. .v. .uLi2^ 

Project Officer Comments and Recommendations: 

Ji, / 0 « ^ ^ 
^ /p/) ic**y4i>. 



PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW 

TASK NO. ^ 
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WAM Review.. Comments and Recommendations: / j / ( / ^Jiu^^^Z^L <il^^dC(y?^£:c ^ ^ Z i ? / ) ^ ^ 

î n̂ 'iBt.iŷ  Ml /5^ • io&uid. M- ayii'̂ ?<.?y Tfc' 'Me -^^^ 
ayy., y a^ i / ^^ ŝ -*/ ^ /0>î  ^ rf^^^ ^ f ^ / ^ 
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Project Officer Comments and Recommendations: 



PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW 

TASK NO. 3 
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PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW 
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PART II TECHNICAL REVIEW 
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v'AM Review, Coniments and Recommendations: /71(yu/^TiXyC- d^y/iJl^'^-Jl^^y^-^-^ 

A ^ ^ ^ W ^ ^ '^ '^^^/n^^;^ y ( y ^ / e V ^ , 

Proiect Officer Comments and Recommendations: 


